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AMSC Subsidiary Corporation ("AMSC"), pursuant to

Section 1.429(g) of the Commission's Rules, hereby replies to

issues raised in opposition to its Petition for Reconsideration

of the Second Report and Order, 58 Fed. Reg. 59174 (November 8,

1993) ("PCS Order") in the above-captioned proceeding. AMSC and

others requested that the Commission preserve for MSS the 2180-

2200 MHz block of spectrum that was allocated worldwide for the

new service at the 1992 World Administrative Radio Conference

( "WARC-92") .J) AMSC noted that the United States was the leading

advocate for additional MSS allocations at WARC-92, including the

allocation at 2180-2200 MHz, and it would be inconsistent with

its international obligations not to make the spectrum available

domestically. AMSC also noted that an adequate allocation to

satellite PCS is necessary to serve the millions of people that

live or travel in rural and remote areas of the United States

that will not be served by terrestrial PCS.
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~/ Comsat Corporation and TRW, Inc. also filed petitions for
reconsideration requesting that the Commission reserve the
2180-2200 MHz band for MSS.
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Several parties that expect to be involved in the provision

of terrestrial PCS services oppose AMSC's petition.~1 They

argue that the Commission already has allocated adequate spectrum

to MSS and that terrestrial PCS would be compromised if any

spectrum were taken away.l1

None of the commenters even attempt to address the evidence

presented in AMSC's Petition for Reconsideration. In particular,

none provide any evidence that MSS does not require the new

allocations agreed upon at WARC-92 or that a satellite PCS

component is needed to ensure that the benefits of new personal

communications services are made available to all people, even

those living or working outside of urban or suburban areas. The

current domestic MSS allocations are simply inadequate to meet

the demand for the new service, particularly since this spectrum

must be coordinated internationally with other countries

operating MSS systems in the same frequencies.

Furthermore, no commenter attempts to address the issue of

the United States' obligations to the ITU, or the policy reversal

evinced by the PCS allocation. AMSC agrees with Comsat that the

AI The following parties filed oppositions which addressed, in
part, AMSC's Petition for Reconsideration: the American
Petroleum Institute, the Association of American Railroads,
Bell Atlantic Personal Communications, Inc., MCI
Telecommunications Corporation, Sprint Corporation, and
Utilities Telecommunications Council.

11 Association of American Railroads and Utilities
Telecommunications Council also raise issues that are being
addressed in a separate proceeding, wherein AMSC has asked
the Commission to reconsider its rules for the relocation of
existing users from the 2 GHz bands to higher frequencies.
See Reply of AMSC Subsidiary Corporation, ET Docket No. 92
9, November 22, 1993.
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PCS Order "nullifies the successful efforts of the U.S.

Delegation at WARC-92" and sends a "negative message to the

international community that the United States cannot be relied

upon to pursue international allocations that the U.S. Government

advocated and which were negotiated in good faith. "!il Thus, the

Commission's PCS Order makes it likely that the U.S. credibility

at future World Radio Conferences ("WRC") will be questioned.

Inevitably, preserving the 2180-2200 MHz band for MSS will

have some impact on PCS. The Commission must, however, balance

the interests of both services. Since PCS is new, there is more

flexibility for changing the PCS allocation now. In particular,

it is highly unlikely that terrestrial PCS equipment has been

developed for operation in the 2180-2200 MHz band. In contrast,

there is not even the possibility of new, worldwide MSS

allocations before the 1995 WRC. The construction and launch of

an MSS system is a high-risk, capital-intensive project that will

be significantly less appealing to investors without the

necessary domestic allocations.~1

i/ Comsat at 5.

~/ .lsi. at 10.
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Conclusion

AMSC has filed a Petition which demonstrates the need for an

MSS allocation at 2180-2200 MHz for a PCS satellite component.

PCS is a new service that can be reaccommodated in other

frequencies. Accordingly, the Commission should reconsider its

PCS allocation at 2180-2200 MHz.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Leslie Anne Byers, a secretary in the law firm of Fisher,

Wayland, Cooper & Leader, do hereby certify that on this 13th day

of January, 1994 I caused the foregoing "REPLY OF AMSC SUBSIDIARY

CORPORATION" to be served by First Class u.s. Mail, postage

prepaid, upon the following persons:

Thomas J. Keller
Michael S. Wroblewski
Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard, McPherson

and Hand, Chartered
901 15th Street, N.W., Suite 700
Washington, DC 20005

Counsel for Assoc. of American Railroads

Larry A. Blosser
Donald J. Elardo
MCI Telecommunications Corporation
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20006

Wayne V. Black
Christine M. Gill
Rick D. Rhodes
Keller and Heckman
1001 G Street, Suite 500 West
Washington, DC 20001

Counsel for American Petroleum Institute

Gary M. Epstein
Nicholas W. Allard
James H. Barker
Latham & Watkins
Suite 1300
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20004-2505

Counsel for Bell Atlantic Personal
Communications, Inc.

Jay C. Keithley
Leon M. Kestenbaum
Sprint Corporation
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20036
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Jeffrey L Sheldon
Sean A. Stokes
Thomas E. Goode
Utilities Telecommunications Council
1140 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1140
Washington, DC 20036

Norman P. Leventhal, Esq.
Raul R. Rodriguez, Esq.
Stephen D. Baruch, Esq.
Leventhal, Senter & Lerman
2000 K Street, N.W.
Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20006

Counsel for TRW

John S. Hannon, Jr., Esq.
Nancy J. Thompson, Esq.
COMSAT Mobile Communications
22300 COMSAT Drive
Clarksburg, MD 20871
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